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1-43 Adequacy 
Standards 

1-44 Mix of Land Uses 

The I-405 /NE 85th Street interchange serves as an important 
gateway to the City of Kirkland. In such a location, the 
development of larger-scale iconic buildings can provide an 
important gateway element at the skyline. This may provide an 
important positive aesthetic impact of the structure heights 
considered in Alternatives 2 and 3. 
The use of height transitions to mediate between zones of 
different scale is a familiar urban design strategy. The Final SEIS 
should acknowledge that the plan alternatives provide such 
transitions across the plan area, not necessarily on particular 
development sites. Especially on the highest-density parcels 
closest to the BRT station, imposing such transitions on a parcel 
itse.lf would only serve to compromise the TOD goals of the 
Station Area Plan. 
Although the DSEIS does acknowledge that its transportation 
analysis squeezes an extra 9 years of projected growth ( out to 
2044) into the 2035 horizon year of the BKR model, we think that 
this important and highly conservative approach should be further 
emphasized in the document. For example, it would be useful to 
qualitatively characterize the magnitude of this 9-year difference 
and discuss how that would reduce projected impacts at all 
studied intersections. This comment also applies to the 
discussion at page 3-142. 
The Final SEIS should note that a key transportation mitigation 
element of the Station Area Plan involves the location of new job 
and housing density near a BRT station. This strategy will 
inevitably serve to substantially increase the transit mode split, as 
compared to the No Action Alternative. This comment also 
applies to the discussion at pa_ge 3-135. 
The DSEIS alludes to the potential for modifying transportation 
adequacy standards for the planning area, such as in other areas in 
the region served by high-capacity transit. We believe that such 
changes will be required to realize any of the action alternatives, 
and the DSEIS should discuss programmatic changes to such 
adequacy standards that reflect the plan emphasis on a broader 
variety of mobility modes, rather than the present-day focus on 
vehicular level-of-service at intersections. In this regard, it would 
be appropriate for the Final SETS to discuss such alternative 
means of evaluating mobility adequacy in light of the plan goals. 
This comment also applies to the discussion at page 3-135. 
The Station Area Plan assumes that an appropriate mix of 
residential and commercial land uses may occur across the entire 
plan area, and not just on individual sites. This point should be 
admowledged in the Final SEIS. 




